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BEFORE THE
| LLI NOI S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

AQUA | LLINOI'S, | NC. ) DOCKET NO.
) 11-0436
)
Proposed general increase in water ) ON REHEARI NG
and sewer rates. (Tariffs filed )
April 6, 2011) )
Springfield, Illinois

Thur sday, April 19, 2012

Met, pursuant to notice, at 11:00 a.m
BEFORE:

MR. LARRY JONES, Adm ni strative Law Judge
APPEARANCES:

MR. JOHN E. ROONEY

ROONEY RI PPl E & RATNASWAMY LLP

350 West Hubbard Street, Suite 430
Chi cago, Illinois 60654

Ph. (312) 447-2801

(Appearing on behalf of Aqua
Il'linois, Inc., via
tel econference)

SULLI VAN REPORTI NG COVMPANY, by
Carla J. Boehl, Reporter
CSR #084-002710
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APPEARANCES: (Conti nued)

MS. JESSI CA L. CARDONI

MR. M CHAEL J. LANNON

Office of General Counsel

[1linois Commerce Comm sSion

160 North LaSalle Street, Suite C-800
Chi cago, Illinois 60601

Ph. (312) 793-3305

(Appearing on behal f of
Staff of the Illinois
Comerce Comm ssion via
t el econference)

MS. SUSAN SATTER
Il 1inois Attorney General's Office

11t h Fl oor
100 West Randol ph Street
Chicago, Illinois 60601

(Appearing on behalf of the
Peopl e of the State of
Il'linois via teleconference)

MR. RYAN ROBERTSON

LUEDERS, ROBERTSON & KONZEN
PO Box 735

1939 Del mar Avenue

Granite City, Illinois 62040

(Appearing on behal f of
Vi scofan USA, 1Inc.)
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W TNESS

(None)

(None)
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PROCEEDI NGS

JUDGE JONES: Good nmor ni ng. | call for hearing
Docket Number 11-0436, Aqua lllinois, Inc., proposed
general increase in water and sewer rates. This

matter is being heard on rehearing as indicated in a

notice of Comm ssion action dated April 5, 2012.
At this time we will take the
appearances orally for the record. I f you appeared

previously in this docket, you need not restate your
busi ness address and phone nunmber and spell your name
unl ess you sinmply prefer to do that. We will start
with the appearance or appearances on behal f of Aqua
I1linois, Inc.

MR. ROONEY: Thank you, Your Honor. John
Rooney on behalf of Aqua IIllinois.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Other appearances?

MS. CARDONI: Jessica Cardoni and M ke Lannon
on behalf of Staff witnesses for the Illinois
Conmmer ce Comm ssi on.

MS. SATTER: Appearing on behalf of the People
of the State of Illinois, Susan L. Satter,

S-A-T-T-E-R.
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JUDGE JONES: Thank you. M. Robertson?

MR. ROBERTSON: Ryan Robertson on behal f of
Vi scof an USA.

JUDGE JONES: Thank you. Are there any other
appearances?

(No response.)
Let the record show there are not, at
| east at this time.
| guess first off | will ask whether
there are any agreed-to scheduling proposals to be
put forward at this time.

MR. ROBERTSON: Your Honor, we have passed
around a couple versions of a schedule, and | think
we are al most there where we can all agree. But |
woul d ask for a couple mnutes, if we could discuss,
iron out the few kinks and then present it to you.

MS. SATTER: Ri ght . This is Susan Satter. It
seems that we still have a few details to work out,
given the short time frame that we are operating
under .

JUDGE JONES: All right. Thank you. At this

time then let the record show we hereby go off the
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record to provide counsel for the respective parties
an opportunity to discuss scheduling and rel ated
matters anong thensel ves.
(Wher eupon there was then had an
of f-the-record di scussion.)
JUDGE JONES: Back on the record.
Let the record show there was an
of f-the-record discussion for the purposes indicated.
| believe the parties are ready to
propose some scheduling which will include, anmong
ot her things, a hearing date. So would someone
kindly read into the record what you believe to be an
agreed-to schedule, if there is one?
MR. ROBERTSON: | will do that, Your Honor.
We have May 4 Viscofan would file its
direct testinmony.
May 25 everyone would have an
opportunity for rebuttal.
June 8 everyone woul d have an
opportunity for surrebuttal.
June 12 would be the hearing date.

June 22 would be initial briefs.
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July 2 would be reply briefs.
And then | guess July 20 would be a
Proposed Order.
And then we hadn't set a date for
Briefs on Exceptions. W based that off when you
i ssued the Proposed Order, and then a week or ten
days after that, file Briefs on Exceptions. And we
were all going to waive Reply Briefs on Exceptions.
JUDGE JONES: That first testinony date is May
4, is that right?
MR. ROBERTSON: Yes, Your Honor.
JUDGE JONES: And what was that next date
again?
MR. ROBERTSON: May 25.
JUDGE JONES: And that's for all other parties?
s that the intent?
MR. ROBERTSON: Yes.
JUDGE JONES: And then June 8 is for all
parties to respond to each other?
MR. ROBERTSON: Yes, Your Honor.
JUDGE JONES: Okay. Thank you. Does anyone

el se have any clarifications with regard to the
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schedule that M. Robertson read into the record?

MR. ROONEY: No, Your Honor.

MS. SATTER: This is Susan Satter. We did talk
about a ten-day turnaround on discovery. | am hopi ng
that's ten cal endar days.

MR. ROBERTSON: Correct.

MS. CARDONI: Judge, did you want to select a
time for the evidentiary hearing on the 12th?

JUDGE JONES: We can do that. |Is 10:00 a.m a
time that's acceptable for everybody?

MS. CARDONI: That's acceptable to Staff.

MR. ROONEY: | believe it is okay with Aqua as
wel | , Judge.

JUDGE JONES: All right. Thank you. Does
anyone have a problemwi th 10:00 a. m ?

MS. SATTER: We have none.

JUDGE JONES: Let the record show there are no
objections to 10:00 a.m as a start time, so the
start time on June 12 will be set at 10:00 a.m

Al'l right. The schedule read into the
record i s adopted for purposes of this rehearing with

clarifications noted above. Wth the follow ng
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notati ons the scheduling dates are fixed through the
filing of Initial Briefs and Reply Briefs.

Let me ask one thing about the
post - Proposed Order scheduling. The intent there is
t hat BOEs be filed and no RBOEs, is that right?

MR. ROBERTSON: Correct.

JUDGE JONES: If there is any change either
direction in the Proposed Order date that was read
into the record, parties will still be given at | east
12 days, 12 cal endar days, for the filing of BOEs.
Was that the intent of the parties?

MR. ROBERTSON: Correct.

JUDGE JONES: Okay, thank you. s there
anything else then with respect to the scheduling or
any rel ated consi derations?

MS. SATTER: This is Susan Satter. For the
record I just wanted to state that | have had
di scussions with the parties about the possibility
that the People's witness, M. Rubin, my not be
avai |l able to travel on June 12. And if there is
cross examnation for him | request that he be

all owed to appear by telephone. And nobody objected
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to that request. | just wanted that to be on the
record.

JUDGE JONES: Okay, thank you. Does anyone
have any objection to that request?

MR. ROONEY: None from Aqua.

JUDGE JONES: Let the record show there are no
obj ections. Under the circumstances and given no
objection, that will be permtted if deemed necessary
by Ms. Satter.

Anything else with regard to that?

(No response.)

Let the record show there is not.

Are there any other matters then to
take up at this status hearing before we conclude it
and continue the matter to the hearing date?

(No response.)

Al'l right. Let the record show there
are not.

Our thanks to the parties for putting
t oget her an agreed-to schedule in a conpressed time
frame.

Let the record show that today's

10
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status hearing is over. Our thanks to M. Rooney for

setting up a call-in nunber. I n accordance with the

above, this matter is continued to the hearing date

of June 12, 2012, at the hour of 10:00 a.m
(Whereupon the hearing in this
matter was continued until June
12, 2012, at 10:00 a.m in

Springfield, Illinois.)
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